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In, Ges 


S IN. 

MAKE no doubt but you will rea- 
dily acknowledge, that, of the many 
Arts practiſed by the Clergy of Rome, 
ever indefatigable to ſtrengthen their Po- 
licy, there are none in which they have 
ſhown more Cunning and Deſign, than 
in the many Corruptions they have given 
in their Editions of the Fathers, and 
other early Records of the Church : Nor 
has the ſacred Code itſelf eſcaped their 
falſe Tranſlations: Fide Jacob moriens, 
ſays the Vulgate, /fingulos filiorum Jaſepg 
beneaixib: & adoravit faſtigium virge 
cus. The original Greek ſays he wor- 
_ ſhipped upon or over (that 1s reclining 
B over, 


[2] 


over) the Top of his Staff: But here we 


have it that he worſhipped the Top of 
his * Staff; and Tradition is ready at 
hand to tell us what Symbol it was he 

aid his Devotions to. Thus a Text, in 
itſelf extremely ſimple, is, by the Art of 
falſe Tranflation, made to countenance 
the Doctrine of Image-worſhip ; and, by 
the fame Dexterity of gloſting, many 
other Paſſages are made to look towards 
Rome. Burt if this Art diſplays any Abilt- 
ties, 1t proves, at the ſame time, that the 
Perſon who can be wilfully capable of it, 
is poſſeſſed of no more Honeſty than a 
Sharper; with this only Difference, that 
what the one does in ſhuffling the Cards, 
the other will do in treating of the Prin- 
ciples of Religion. 


Bur the Votaries of Rome are not the 
only People who have been mean enough 
to itoop to this uncandid Art: Your late 
Publication, which you call A Liberal 
Tranſlation of the New Teſtament, afford: 
many Inſtances of it, equally finiſter in 

their 

A French Tranſlation of the New Teſtament, printed 
at Mons in 1736, gives a further Improvement on the 
Vulgate: C %% par la foy gue Jacob mourant benit chacun 
des enfans de Joſeph, & qu'il Sinclina profondement dewant 


le baton de commandement que portoit ſon filt. What Me- 
tamorphoſis is too difficult for falſe Tranſlation ? 
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their Tendency, and equally falſe in "th 


Tranſlation, with the one above cited 
from the Vulgate. 


FiDELITY to the Meaning of his Au- 
thor, has always been eſteemed the in- 
diſpenſible Duty of a Tranſlator; and you 
aſſert in the ſtrongeſt manner, that you 
have given “ a fair and Höneſt Verſion of 
& the Divine Volume, unadulterated with 
„% human Syſtems, Creeds, Doctrines, and 


1 Modes of Faith.” To doubt your Sin- 


cerity were uncharitable ; but if it appears 


that your Work is indeed molt {ſtrangely 
adulterated with human Syſtem, and num- 
berleſs Texts new modelled according to 


the Arian Hereſy, that ſometimes you 


give the molt unwarrantable Paraphraſe, 
and at other times ſuppreſs Words and 
Sentences, when you find it exceed your 
Power to model them to your Creed 
It this appears, I ſay, though it were un- 


: Charitable to ſuſpect your Sincerity, Who 


can help lamenting the miſerable Weak- 
neſs of the human Mind, inſtanced in 


you, when blinded with Prejudice one 


Prepoſſeſſion. 


_ SoRRY Iam that you ſhould have giv en 


: occation for this Reflection, but it is the | 
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„ of God, 


© of a God, of a divine Perſon ;” 


HO EASE 


(4] 
Reflection of Truth. The Examination 
of a few Paſſages will prove it. 


the ſixth Of 


IN our common Bibles, 


the ſecond Chapter of St. Paul's Epiſtle 


to the Philippians is thus tranſlated : 
Who (1.e. Chriſt) being in the Form 
thought it no Robbery to be 
« equal with God:“ Which Words are 


the litera] Eugliſb of the Original, except 


the Word Robbery, which, as you juſtly 


obſerve, ſhould have been Prize or Ac- 
quiſition. But how oppoſite to this lite- 
ral Tranſlation is your's ? * Who, though 
« he was inveſted with the Splendors of 
* an exalted celeſtial Spirit, yet eſteemed 
% not this glorious Form and Station as 
% ſuch a grand and valuable Acquiſition.” 
This Paraphraſe, or—I know not what 
to call it, you was ſenſible required ſome 
Argument to {upport it, and accordingly 
you have accompanied 1t in a Note with 
the following curious Piece of Criticiſm. 
Ey poop Oez, you tell us, is, © in the Form 
and you 
add, that Chriſt is never ſtiled o Occ, 
* the ſupreme God, but only Oedg, a di- 
6 vine Perſon, and that Origen and Euſe- 
« jus have remarked this Diſtinction, and 
« for the /ame Purpoſe for which you here 
„% men- 


lation 
* tion it.” This, it may be allowed, has 
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Idea of the Perſon or Thing alluded to: 


[5] 


the Appearance of ingenious Criticiſra ; 
but, before we admit the Validity of it, 
there are ſome things to be examined, on 


the Truth of which it mult ſtand or fall. 


Ix is an eſtabliſhed Rule that, to at- 
tain the true Import of any particular 


Word or Paſſage in an Author, we muſt 


enquire into the Ideas of his Age and 
Country on that Head. The Greeks, it 


it well known, had very grovclling and 


corrupt Ideas of the Divine Nature, and 


believed in an innumerable Multitude of 
Gods, to whom they not only aſcribed 


almoſt. every natural Imperfection, but 


alſo the vileſt of Paſſions; hence we find 
that in the Greek Claſſics Oetos denotes no 


more than a clever Fellow It is applied 


to the Stature of Hector, the villanous 


Cunning of Ulyſſes, the brutal Rage of 


Achilles, and even to Penelope's Sowherd. 


The Apoltles, on the contrary, were edu- 


cated in the greateſt Abhorrence of Ido- 
latry, and were inſpired with the higheſt 


Iceeas of the Divinity ; therefore the Word 
©: muſt carry a very different Idea in 


their Writings. When we ſay in the Form 
of a Perſon or Thing, we mult have an 


B 3 The 


61 
The Apoſtle's Ideas, we may be very ſure, 
preſented no God to him but Jehovah; 
therefore in the Form of a God can never 
be his Language. 


Bur ſuppoſing that woopy Ges, were 
tranſlated in the Form of a God, let us 
ſee what the ſame Rule will make of the 
latter Part of the Verſ:: «© Who being in 
* the Form of a God, thought it no Ac- 
e quiſition to be equal to a God.” Be- 
ſides the Abſurdity of this Expreſſion, to 
be equal to @ God is ſo ridiculouſly hea- 
theniſh, ſo diſtant from the Apoſtle”; 
Ideas, that it bears its Reſutation in it: 
own Forehead. And here we may ob- 
ſerve an Inſtance of your Fidelity, where, 
in your Tranflation, the Sentence 20 eve, 
i Oed, to be equal to God, is entirely 
omitted *, | 


BuT to try this Matter further, we 
ſhall ſuppoſe that the Paſſage is doubt- 
ful; in which Caſe there is no ſurer Way, 

"and 


* EQvariTyY to God is expreſsly ſaid to be the 
thing which Chriſt thought no Acquiſition. Mr. H. i- 
15 true, retains the Word Acqui/ition, but, molt ſhame- 
fully falſe to his Author, he makes it the forementioned 
Station, that of an exalted celeſtial Spirit, which he 
eſteemed no Acquiſition. Therefore the Sentence 72 
diet lea Or, is not only entirely omitted, but the A po- 
e's Argument moſt abſurdly inverted. pan 


and none more commonly uſed, than to 
examine the ſimilar Expreſſions that oc- 
cur in the ſame Author: And with this 
only Difference, the Uſe of one ſynoni- 
mous Word for another, we find the ſame 
Expreſſion three times in the Writings 
of the ſame Apoſtle; in two of which 
the prepoſitive Article before the Word 
Oc; is found, and which Texts you your- 


Chriſt the Image of the Supreme *; and, 
the Image of the inviſible Supreme .“ 

In the other Text g, where God the Fa- 
ther is expreſsly intended, the Apoſtle 
tells us that Chriſt is XapearTha THG v rogd- 


again forgetting yourſelf, have tranſlated 
the fair Impreſſion of the eſſential Form 


to repreſent our bleſſed Saviour? Never 


| ſurd than that, which, while it muſt al- 


[7] 


ſelf, forgetting your Criticiſm, tranſlate 


rw; are, the very Form, Type, or Cha- 
rater of his Perſon; and which, you 


of the Divinity,” Can it now remain 
a Doubt in whoſe Form the Apoſtle meant 


was mathematical Demonſtration more 
clear, and never was Criticiſm more ab- 


low that three Texts expreſsly ſay that 
Chriſt is the Form or Image of the Su- 
preme God, would yet reduce another to 
that heatheniſh and very moderate Ex- 

B 4 preſſion, 


© 2 Cor. iv. 4. 7 Coloſ. 3. 15. 1 Heb. i. Zo 
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81 
preſſion, „in the Form of a God.” But 
the Futility of it will ſtill further appear 


in the following Conſiderations : 


FIRST then, the prepoſitive Article ; 
muſt have the Force of an Adjective, im- 
plying Supremacy, otherwiſe the prefix- 
ing it to the Name of a Perſon cannot be 
the Criterion of denoting his Supremacy. 
That the Article 6 bears no ſuch Mean- 
ing, every School-boy knows. Every 
Page of Homer will aſſure us, that there 
is often no Engliſo Word properly ſyno- 
nimous to it, more than to many In- 
ſtances of the French le and la. Hence 
then your almoſt conſtantly giving the 
Adjective ſupreme as the Engliſb of it, 
whenever it ſuits your Purpoſe, 1s un- 
warrantable, and muſt appear very highly 
ſo when it is conſidered, that, by taking 
this Liberty, many Texts are new mo- 


delled, ſo as to give Countenance to a 
particular Syſtem. 


SECONDLY, The Prefixion or Omiſ— 
ſion of the Article, unleſs it is uniformly 
regarded by the ſacred Writzrs, can ne- 
ve be the Criterion which your Criticiſm 

w uld have it. That it is not uniformly 


1 vo is a Fact, that will bear no Con- 


tell ; 


rally, to 


[9] 


teſt: The very Chapter that gave occa- 


Fon to this Criticiſm affords three In- 
ſtances, one of them even in the conteſted 


Verſe *, where the Word ®coc;, without 


the prepoſitive Article, can mean no other 
than God the Father. 


Tr1RDLY, However ingenious the Re- 


mark of Origen, that o Oeòs is never ap- 


Hort to Chriſt, may appear, it 1s abſo- 


Jutely neceſſary that it be true; but with 
the Leave of Origen, and of a thouſand 
ſuch Platonical Modellers of Chriſtianity, 
it is abſolutely falſe: Nor am I concerned 
to account for what Origen was dreaming 


about, when he advanced this ingenious 
Nonſenſe. 


In As xx. 28. the Evangeliſt writes, 
Tloipaivew Thy exKATTIAV TE Os J WEOETO- 
co di TE id LILGETO5 ; Which is lite- 
paſture the Church of God, 
which he hath bought with his own 


Blood. Suppofing an antient Hiſtorian . 
had the following Sentence, Tunc Roma- 


nus Dux Perſia diſceſſurus quam ad Iſſufn 
Jubegit : And ſhould a Tranſlator, to make 
Senſe of it, render it, The Roman Gene- 


ral being about to leave Perſia, which 
1 LOI Alexander 


F Viz, 79 ea ion Or. 


[10] 
Alexander had conquered at the Battle of 
Ius, would not ſuch Freedom with the 
Text be a Confeſſion of its Abſurdity ? 
Yet ſuch Freedom you have found neceſ- 
ſary, to adapt the above Text to your Syſ- 
tem. Thoſe Sheep, you ſay, which 
« Chriſt hath purchaſed with his Blood ;" 
thus giving a Nominative to wepirmomoals, 
which is not in the Original, which is juſt 
affirming that the Evangeliſt wrote in the 
moſt incorrect Manner, in a Point too 
where a Miſtake were Blaſphemy. There 
is no Medium, the 5 ©: muſt either be 
applied to Chriſt, or the Text muſt be 
confeſſed to be groſly incorrect But Diſ- 
tinctneſs and Elegance is the Character- 


iſtic of this Evangeliſt “. 


Tux Reply ＋ of Thomas to our Lord, 
after his Reſurrection, affords another In- 
ſtance of s ©ezog being applied to our Sa- 
viour: Kl eimev A 0 Kugiog 4 2 0 Ot: 
us. The Application here is as evident 
as Language can make it; Thomas ſaid 
to him, My Lord and my God. But, of 

| all 


® On another Occaſion Mr. H. is. pleaſed to ſay, 

1 St. Luke eminently diſtinguiſhes himſelf in thelc 

«« Verſes, as an elegant Greet Writer. They vie in 

% Propriety and Beauty of Diction, with the moſt celc- 

* brated Paſſages of the Claſſics both of Greece and Ree.” 
+ St. John xx. 28. 
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! 
all your falſe Tranſlations, there is ſome- 
thing particularly gloſſing and evaſive in 


the Verſion you have given of this. The 
Pronoun abr, to him, you have ſuppreſſed, 


as alſo the Conjunction in the Sentence 
My Lord and my God; and thus, with 
the Addition of the Word Amazement, 
you have artfully reduced the Reply of 
Thomas to a mere unmeaning Exclama- 
tion: Thomas cried out in Amazement, 
„% My Lord! my God!” If you ſay this 
is not vague, it is yielding the Point 
againſt your own Syſtem : But however 
vague and unmeaning your Tranſlation 


may be, that by no means affects the 
Original, where 6 ®zo0 muſt be applied 


to our Saviour; in which evident Mean- 
ing of the Words the Sentence has the 


_ utmoſt Propriety, as containing a moſt 


pathetic Renunciation of the Apoſtle's 
former Unbelief. 


ANOTHER Inftance of Chriſt being 


ſtiled o Occg, is given us by the Apoſtle 
to the Hebrews : * Too; ds Tov uin: O Joo- 


e ” 5 3 w% a 
509 Ce, 0 Ococ, 819 TOV GAVE TE aiwvo;, And 
here the Words are fo expreſs, © But to 


the Son, he ſaith, thy Throne, O God, 
is for ever and ever;” that it has baf- 
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* Heb. i. 8, 
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ſurdity imaginable *; 


( 72 ] 
fled all your Art to ſhape them to your 
Creed, otherwiſe than by ſuppreſſing the 
obnoxious os Oc, not even venturing on 
our favourite heatheniſh Acceptation of 
to; in this Place. 


Tnus then, it has been proved to De- 
monſtration, that, to reduce ſome In- 
ſtances of Oeòs to the Idea it bears in a 
Greek Claſſic, is to ſuppoſe that the Apo- 


ſtles and the Pagans had the ſame Ideas 


of the Divinity, which is the groſſeſt Ab- 


that the Diſtinction 
between ®eo; and & Ozc; is entirely un- 
known to the Apoſtles, the Word Oed 
without the prepoſitive Article being fre- 
quently 


® Yer ſuch is Mr. H.'s profeſſed Plan. Many In- 
ſtances might be given of it: His Tranſlation of Fob i. 
1. is full to the Purpoſe : © Before the Origin of this 
«© World exiſted the Logos, who was then with the 
„Supreme God, and was himſelf a divine Perſon.” 
Supreme 1s here unwarrantably thruſt in, to make a 
Diſtinction which is not in the Original, and Oeòs when 
applied to the Word is reduced to its heatheniſh Ac- 
ceptation. Many have been the Attempts to criticiſe 
away and gloſs over this Chapter of John Rut there 
are ſome hiſtorical Facts Which are the beſt Com- 
ment on theſe Critics. Cerinthus and Ebion, two early 
Heretics, denied the Divinity of our Lord; St. John, 
if we may believe the concurrent Teſtimony of the moſt 
authentic Church Hiſtory, at the Defire of the Church 
wrote his Goſpel, to ſuppreſs this Hereſy. What Jul. 
tice then are on the Side of the Gloſſes and Tranſlations, 
that would bring over St. Jon to the Party he wroto 
againit? 


1 [ 13 ] . 
| quently applied to God the Father; and 
two Evangeliſts and one Apoſtle have ap- 
plied it with the Article to our Saviour, 


to whom it is alſo frequently applied with- 
out it; and, that the Article itſelf is in 
Fact no Criterion of Supremacy : And 
thus the ingenious Criticiſm of Origen, 
when fairly examined, appears the moſt 


dreaming and blundering Whim that ever 


entered the Head of a Pedagogue. And 
hence we may fairly aſk you, what Cri- 
terion you had to direct you, when to 
tranſlate the ſame Word ſometimes the 
Supreme God, and ſometimes only a di- 
vine Perſon ? Why truly none other than 
the Arian or Socinian Creed; your Syl- 
tem told you when it muſt be fo, and you 
have modelled your Tranſlation accord- 
ingly. | 


Ax it was the neceſſary Purpoſe of the 

New Teſtament to repreſent our Saviour 
in his Character of Meſſiah, he in whom 
the Deity was reconciled to the World, 
therefore moſt of his own Diſcourſes, and 
of St. Paul's Epiſtles, repreſent him in 
this Office, an Office of Humiliation and 
of one that ſerves; therefore the Father 
Is greater than the Meſſiah. This and 


: the Appointment to the Meſſiahſnip, 


which 


[14] 
which was the Beginning of the Work: 
of God, the Lamb ſlain from the Foun- 
dation of the World, give an obvious 
Meaning to ſome Texts of Scripture, 
which your Friends the Arians and So. 
cinians would vainly ſet in direct Oppo- 
fition to thoſe which aſſert the Godhead 
of the Son. But if it was neceſſary that 
the New Teſtament ſhould generally re- 
preſent the Chriſt in his Office of Meſ- 
fiahſhip, it was no leſs neceſſary it ſhould 
acquaint us who he was before, that * 
enabled and fitted him to undertake that 
Office: And the Scriptures afford us very 
ample Information on this Head. The 
Text which you, by your falſe Tranſla- 
tion and blundering Criticiſm, would re- 
duce to almoſt nothing at all, in its ge- 
nuine Import tells us, That though he 
was in the Form of God, and thought it 
no Acquiſition to be equal to God, yet ſub- 
mitted himſelf to all the Humiliation of the 

Meſſiah- 


Not but God is the true Object of Worſhip: 
eſus Chriſt claims it, and the Apoſtles gave it to him. 
his Mr. H. is obliged to acknowledge - but he attend? 
it with a partial, unſufficient, evaſive Reaſon: ge- 
% cauſe he was now made Uniyerſal Governor of al! 
„ things.” See his laſt Chapter of Lake. None but 
God can be the Object of Reliance of the Heart for 
Forgiveneſs of Sins. Jeſus Chriſt demands this Re- 
lance in the ſtrongeſt Manner, therefore the Divinity 
of his Sonſhip was neceſſary to be revealed, 
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Meſſiahſhip; and his voluntary aſſuming 


of that Office is always mentioned in ſuch 


Terms as it were the groſſeſt Abſurdity 
to apply to a Being created, as you would 
have it, for that Purpoſe. If we aſk the 
Fewiſh Rabbies, ere they were blinded 
with Prejudice againſt the Son of Mary, 
if we aſk them of the expected Saviour, 


Op tantibus etas 
Auxilium adventumque Det —— 


VIRG. 


They will tell us it was he who was to 
be born at Bethlehem Ephratab, whoſe 
Goings-forth have been of old *, from 


the Days of Eternity. Bur it is not the 
Deſign of theſe Pages to collect the many 


Texts that convey the ſame Idea; only a 


few more, with the vaſt Field which they 


open, ſhall be here conſidered. 


IVx the Song of Moſes, according to the 


Septuagint, the God of T/rael is intro- 


duced thus ſpeaking of himſelt : “ I lift 
* up my Hand to Heaven, and ſwear by 
„ myRight-hand, that I live for ever ;” at 
#he End of this Speech the inſpired Writer 
adds, Eupgav0yrs M u b, WT 600's 
XUY1TATWTAY GUT M aye Orcs. That 
: 3 is, 
Compare Matt, ii. 4. &c. with Micah v. 2. 


2 
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is, © Rejoice with him, O ye Heavens, 
de and worſhip him, all ye Angels of 
« God.” The latter Sentence of which 
is literally cited by the Apoſtle to the He- 
brews, and expreſsly applied to Chriſt, 
« And when he again bringeth (or in- 
* troduceth) the Firſt-begotten into the 
* World, he faith—Worſhip him all ye 
« Angels of God.“ The Septuagint both 
affords us the Sentence exactly as the A- 
poltle cites it, and by the Apoſtrophe to 
the Heavens gives an Explanation of what 
he calls introducing the Firſt- - begotten, 
neither of which are to be found in our 
common Bible: Which Copy is the beſt 
is foreign to the preſent Queſtion ; it is 


enough that it is evident, that what is 


here ſaid of the ever-living God of 1/rae!, 
is by the Apoſtle applied to the Meſſiah. 
In the cii. P/a/m are the following ſublime 
Expreſſions : © Of old thou haſt laid the 
4 Foundation of the Earth, and the Hea- 

cc yens are the Work of thy Hands: 
« They ſhall periſh, but thou ſhalt en- 
« dure: Yea, all of them ſhall wax old 
% like a Garment, and as a Veſture thou 
e ſhalt change them; but thou art the 
« ſame, and thy . ſhall have no 
6s End. ” Ma which the Apoſtle cites at 
| _ 
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Length from the Septuagint, and expreſsly 
applies to the Son: And thus by explain- 

ing that-otherwiſe- unintelligible Paſſage, 

that the Jews tempted Chriſt in the Wil- 

gerneſs, he preſents us with a Meſſiah 

who was the Divine Being that talked 


with Mz/es, and was the Conductor of 
the Jeiſb Occonomy. 


IN your Tranflation of the above Ad- 
Areſs, Lo K AXES *,,“ And thou, 
„% Lord, Cc.“ you have for once given 


an honeſt Verſion; but accompanied 
with a Note the moſt poorly evaſive. 


& Theſe Words” (viz. And thou, Lord, 


Sc.) you tell us, © the Apoſtle ac- 


% commodates to our Lord Jcius Chriſt, 
* whom the Deity employed in the For- 
* mation of the World.“ If this Sen- 


tence means, as it ſeems to do, that Lord 


is here accommodated to our Saviour in 


Reference to the Phraſe Our Lord, it 1s 


moſt completely contemptible. How- 
ever, to accommodate a Title to a Perſon 
that does not belong to him, is an odd 
Way of writing: For Example, what, 
ſort of a Writer ſhould we think that Au- 
thor who would, by way of Accommoda- 


tion, aſcribe the Architecture of St. Paul's 
to one of the Workmen whom Wren em- 


C ployed 


[ 18 ] 
ployed in that Building? And farther, 
were that Author to uſe ſuch Accommeo- 
dation in an Argument, defining who and 
what that Labourer was, were he not 
moſt completely ridiculous ? Yet ſuch an 
abſurd Writer as this does your critical 
Note repreſent the Apoſtle ; for, if it has 
any Meaning at all, it is, that this Paſ- 
ſage is not literally applicable to Chriſt, 
which is a flat Contradiction, not only to 
the plain Words, but to the whole Train 
of Argument uſed by the Apoſtle, whoſe 
Point in view, and which he follows ex- 
tremely cloſe, is to prove to the Hebrews, 
from their own Scriptures, what and who 


the Meſſiah was. 


TuAr good Men are often called in 
Scripture the Children and the * Sons of 
God, and that all intellectual Beings what- 
ever may, in one Senſe, be ſaid to be his 
Offspring, is undeniable: But there is no- 

h thing 


* MitTon puts ſome Lines to this Purpoſe in the 
Mouth of the Devil himſelf: 


— That I might learn 
In what Degree or Meaning thou art call'd 
The Son of God, which bears no ſingle Senſe : 
The Son of God I alſo am, or was; 
And if I was, I am; Relation ſtands ; 
All Men are Sons of God ; yet thee I thought 
In ſome Reſpect far higher ſo declar'd. ot 
. Par. Regained. 
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thing more evident, than that the wholz 


Tenor of. Scripture repreſents the Sonſhip 


of the Meſſiah as peculiar to himſelf. In 


both Old and New Teſtament he is con- 


ſtantly repreſented as Heir by Right of 
Geniture, not by Adoption; begotten, 
the firſt- begotten, and the only-begotten 
Heir of all things, viſible and inviſible: 
Eſſentially diſtinct from all the celeſtial 
Spirits, for to which of them ſays the 


; Apoſtle (Heb. i. 5.) did God ever ſay at 


any time, Thou art my Son, this Day 
F have BzGoTTEN Thee? And hence 
the Meſſiah is always mentioned as a Son 


'of the ſome Nature with his Father. The 


human Nature of a Son is equal to that 
of his Father: And perfectly analagous 
to this is that Equality to God, which the 
Apoſtle tells us the Meitiah thought no 
Acquiſition. That the Jews had the fame 
Ideas of the Sonſhip of the Chriſt, and that 
our Saviour claimed ſuch Sonſhip, 1s cer- 
tain. The Jews (ought to kill him, St. 
Fen tells us, * becauſe he faid God was 
5 his 
* St. John v. 18. and x. 33. Mr. H. 's Tranſlation 
of theſe Verſes is extremely curious. In the firſt, the 
Apoſtle narrates the Facts on which the Jeaus took oc- 


cakon to accuſe our Saviour, becauſe he had not only 
broken the Sabbath, but ſaid alſo, that God was his 


Father (and then he proceeds to tell us what that im- 

* plied) making himſelf equal with God.“ He ſaid 
$4 S q 
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his Father, making himſelf equal with 
Gbd; that is, making himſelf the /tera 
Son 


alſo, is not ſpoke by the Jeu, but is the plain Afi. 
mation of the Apoſtle: What then ſhall we think e 
our pious Author, who puts this Addition of his ow: 
into the Apoſtle's Mouth, “ becauſe he not only ir. 
« fringed the ſacred Duties of the Sabbath, but ha 
« the impious Arrogance to call the Supreme Being hi: 
« Father, and to place himſelf upon a Level with th: 
„ Deity.” St. John ſays our Saviour broke the Sab. 
bath, that is, the Jeavi//h Method of keeping it; bu 
to make the Apoftle aſſert that our Saviour had infringe: 
the /acred Duties of that Day, is only to be matche: 
by his making him likewiſe aſſert, that it was 7mpir: 
Arrogance in Chriſt to call the Supreme Being his Fa. 
ther. In the other Verſe the Fews reply to Chris. 
For a good Work we ſtone thee not, but for Blas 
* phemy, becauſe that thou being a Man, makeſt thr 
« ſelf God.” That the Jews accuſed Chriſt of claim. 
ing Divinity, was too much for Mr. H. to acknowledg: 
and therefore he tranſlates the latter Part of the Veri: 
«© impious Arrogance, that you, a vain Mortal, ſhoul: 
« aſſert yourſelf to be a God ;”—that is, an Apollo, 0. 
who you will of the heatheniſh Tribe.—It is amazitr 
Mr. H. could not perceive how contrary the Notion 
Chriſt's making himſelf a God was to the Ideas of tl: 
Jews, who believed only in one God; but if it wa 
ſuch impious Arrogance to place himſelf on a Leut 
with the Deity, why did not Chriſt convince the Jeu: 
that he did not mean fo? Mr. H. indeed, endeavour: 
to make %s Tranſlation look that Way, but in a bung 
ling Manner. According to St. Zohn, our Saviour Ci 
not abate one Jot of what Mr. H. calls impious Arr 
gance, of calling the Supreme Being his Father: H 
told them that of himſelf, that is as a Man, in th 
Light which they viewed him, he could do nothing— 
that it was his Father wrought in him: He then tel! 
them of his Power as Meſſiah, that he would raiſe th. 
Dead and judge the World—that all Men ſhould gti: 
the ſame Honour to the Son as to the Father—an 4 


ſertion 
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Son of the Divine Nature. But did our 


Saviour ever endeavour to refute this Idea 


ts of 


A * 


ſertion in the Fars of a Jew the moſt diſtant from an 
Apology, and afterwards aſſerts his Divinity and eter- 
nal Union with the Father—* I and the Father are 
*© one,” and “ the Father is in me and I in him.” 
This was the fulleſt Adherence to his former Aſſertion, 
that God was Iiterally his Father, and accordingly the Aero 
took up Stones to kill him. Compare St. Fehnv. and x. 
On the contrary, Mr. I. turns the whole of our Saviour's 


Reply into an Apology for what he calls impions Arro- 


gar; makes him aſk the Fews why they ſhould be 
angry at his aſſuming the Title of the Son of God—and 
that the Union they thought blaYmemous conſiſted only 


In his and the Deity's being engaged in the ſame Pur- 


poſe, to effect this great Deſign, I and the Deity 
F are united together,” is the Verſion he gives of 
ohn x. 30. I and the Father are one.” From this 
excellent Apology, one would think the Jews mult cer- 
Wy have acquitted him of Blaſphemy; but ſome 
Verſes of the Original come in the Way, which tell us 
the 7exuvs were more and more exaſperated ; Mr. H.“s 
own Tranſlation of which ſhews that they were very 
3 of the Gloſs he has given our Saviour's 
Fords. —Exactly ſimilar to tranſlating our Saviour's 
aſſerting his Union with the Father, by being united in 
proſecuting the ſame Deſign, is Mr. H.'s Verſion of 
Col. ii. 9. Ori avra xi’ Tar To mnewpue The Worn 
haallud; that is, “In him (Chriſt) dwelleth literally (or 


4 bodily) all the Fulneſs of Deity.” Chriſt is mentioned 


ammediately before, and the Apoſtle adds é, avra, in 
Am: But Mr. H. ſays, ** In this Scheme (viz. Chriſ- 
* tanity) all the Plenitude of Divinity is colleQively 
combined.“ What the Apoſtle ſays of a Perſon, and 
affures us is literal or bodily, is here ſhifted off to a 
Scheme, and the Divinity applied to that muſt be 
perely metaphorical and figurative. What may not 
ch Latitude of Tranſlation do? At this Rate, one 


Enke the Scriptures to prove even the Truth of the 
| i. 5 b | 
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of the Jeus? 80 far from it, he confirmed 
them in it. When the High-prieſt adjured 
him totell him, Art thou the Chriſt the Sor 
of God? which in the Mouth of a Rab) 


of that Age expreſly means, Art thou th: 


Chriſt, the Perſon whom the Prophecic: 
cal! the begotten Son of God, whoſe G0. 
ings-forth have been from the Days « 
Eternity (Mic. v. 2.) and equal to God in 
the divine Nature? (fee John v. 18. and 
x. 33.) To this our Saviour replies in ti 
Tew!ſh Affirmgtive, Lü eras It it 4 
thou haſt ſaid; and alludes to the Pro. 
phecy of Daniel (Dan. vii. 13, 14.) and 
the cxth P/a/m, both diſtinguiſhed Pre. 


ditions of the Greatneſs of the Meſſiab 


The High-prieſt on this rends his Cloaths 
(Matt. xxvi. 65.) and exclaims, He ha 
ſpoken Blaphemy! what farther nee 
have we of Witneſſes? Now, if they dic 
not eſteem the Sonſhip of the Chriſt as dil. 
ferent from that of all other Beings, par: 
taking as a Son of the Eſſence of the Deity 
where were the Blaſphemy ? The Infe. 
rence is evident; Chriſt was crucified fo 
aſſerting his Divinity. J do not remem- 
ber to 3 ſeen the Argument draw! 
from the Opinion of the Jews urged be. 
tore, though it is of the greateſt Conlc- 


quence ; tor of however little Importanc: 1 


the! 


1 


Heir Opinion may be when conſidered 


merely as their own Idea, it receives the 
greateſt Weight when we find our Sa- 
viour not only agreeing to it, but his claim- 


ing the Sonſhip of the Chriſt according 


to their own Ideas of it, the only Accu- 
fation on which they could condemn him: 
And in this View the Ideas of the Jews, 
as to the Sonſhip of the Meſſiah, become 
completely deciſive. Yet all this incon- 
teſtible Evidence, you, Sir, are vain enough 


to think to overturn. Only- begotten, you 


tell us, in a Note on the firſt of John, 


"means no more than the Object of 


one's fondeſt Affections, ſuch as an only 
Child i is; and you add, * This Term is 


CL applied to Chriſt, to ſhew us how ele- 


* vated and diſtinguiſhed his Station was 


40 amongſt the Orders of celeſtial Spirits.“ 


Thus, according to you, he is only a 
mere Gabriel, and his Sonſhip has no li- 
teral Truth in it, but is only another cu- 
Tious Accommodation of Titles, and which 


you, by way of doing Juſtice to the A- 


* would lay aſide, tranſlating what 
e wrote, The Only-begotten of the Fa- 
ther, by, “this moſt illuſtrious Favour- 
* ite of Heaven,” which is ſuch un- 
meaning Bombaſt, that I am almoſt 


. Famed to be fo ſerious as to bring an 


(7-4 Argu- 


24 
Argument againſt it. However, I can. 
not help obſerving that your Aſſertion, 
that the Sonſhip of Chriſt has no Litera 


Truth in it, but ſignifies only a diſtin. 


guiſhed Favourite, not only contradict: 


the Ideas the Jews had of the Mel. 


fiah's Sonſhip, for claiming which ou: 


Lord was crucified, but it allo render; 
the Apoſtle's Argument ( Heb. i. Oc. 
moſt poorly fallacious, a mere Impoſition 
on Common-ſenſe, that would convey 21 
Idea of the moſt effential Diſtinction be- 
tween the Saviour and all the Orders 


celeſtial Spirits, when, as you would have 


it, there was only a fortuitous one, ſuch 
as is between one Man and another. Ade 
to all this, the ſending the Son of God to 
take our Nature upon him, is always men- 


tioned as the higheſt poſſible Exertion of the 
Love of the Deity towards his Creatures 


But to ſend a mere Gabriel to relieve Mil- 
lions of others that were equally his Crea- 
tures, deſerves no ſuch Admiration.as hi; 
grving for us the Son of his own Nature 
is always mentioned with. 


Id the firſt Chapter of Colofians the 
Apoſtle ſtiles Chriſt, TTpwroToREG Weds; 


| zTiozw;* Which our Tranilators have ren- 


dered, , The Firſt-born of every Crea- 
4s te turc. 


formed; but this ſuppoſes an Abſurdity 
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J 
te ture.” But you have given it, © The 
& very firſt Being the Deity formed,” 
with what Juſtice we are now to ex- 


mine. 


Ix Controverſy it is abſolutely neceſ- 
fary that the Tranſlation be cloſely exact; 
that it be ſuch as ſuppoſes no Abſurdity 
in the divine Original, and it muſt be per- 
fectly agreeable to the Context: All which 
three Criteria are wanting in your Tranſ- 
lation of the above Sentence. In the firſt 
Place, ſo far from being exact, it 1s quite 


another thing. How would a Greek Sta- 
tuary have laughed at the Ignorance of a 
Stranger, who, talking of his Children 
and his Statues, applied the Term TIpu- 


rom. to his Children, or Ilewrorox©- 
to his Workmanſhip. Yet ſuch an ab- 


ſurd Stranger to the Greek do you ap- 


pear: For, to vindicate your Verſion, it 
is abſolutely neceſſary that the Original 


ſhould have been NpwronancSs, the F 1irſt- 


formed; but, inſtead of this, we find 


one of the Titles of the Meſſiah Ipwrs- 


Toxo;, The Firſt-begotten. Perhaps you, 
will ſay, that you have given it Pirft- 
formed, becauſe Chriſt is here ranked 


with Creatures, who are all made or 


nn 


— 


E 
in the Original; for, if Chriſt is there 
ranked with Creatures, begotten muſt 
alſo be applied to them; but begotten of 
God is never applied in Scripture to the 


Creation of things out of nothing, though 


it is applied to the Operations of the Spi- 
rit, which in the Goſpel are called the 
New-birth. Thus you have given a very 
falſe Tranſlation of ITpwroroxo;; and the 
only Reaſon which I can diſcover for your 
venturing it, ſuppoſes the very fame Ab- 
ſurdity in the Original, which you would 


ſhun in your Tranſlation : But how the 


ſame Phraſe is to be underſtood in a ſimi- 


lar Paſſage, is of the greateſt Importance; 


and the ſame Apoſtle aftords us the In- 
ſtance. In his Epiſtle to the Romans he 


calls Chriſt, ITewroToKOY &y WOANO0 * e, 


the Firſt-begotten among many Brethren: 
And can it be thought that Chriſt is here 
included with thoſe he had redeemed, that 
he had been loſt in Sin as they were? Vet 
the ſame Reaſon that would confound him 
with the Creatures mentioned in the one 
Sentence, muſt include him among the 
redeemed Sinners in the other; a Con- 
cluſion ſubverſive of the kde Scheme 
of Revelation. To ſuch Abſurdities 
would your Tranſlation reduce the Ori- 
ginal. And, thirdly, it offers the groſſeſt 
Violence 


to ſupply the Word other? But even this 


1 


Violence to the Context. Ey ur exrio- 


61 rd @ai)a—Words cannot be more ex- 
preſs—ALL things were by him created. 


And that the ſubtle-diſputing Grecians, 


to whom he was writing, might make no 


Exceptions, the Apoſtle labours to exclude 


the Poſſibility of it. All created things,” 


fays he, that are in Heaven and in Earth, 


« viſible and inviſible, whether Thrones 


* or Dominions, (that is, the moſt exalted 


„ celeſtial Spirits who hold Thrones or 


«* Dominions,) Principalities and Powers, 
* all were created by him.” And he ſtill 
further adds, Kal abr ect e w,, 
c. And he is BEFORE all,“ (that is, 
all created things, for the Participle is un- 
derſtood through all the Sentence) © and 
by him all things conſiſt, are ſupported 
in Exiſtence.” Now to vindicate your 
Tranſlation, * the Firſt-formed,” the 


Context ought to have been, By him 


«6 were all other things created:“ But the 


Apoſtle ſays no ſuch thing; and, had he 


meant to ſay fo, it is inconceivable he 
ſhould have neglected the Word other, in 


an Argument that, as he has wrote it 


proves the abſolute Excluſion of ſuch 
Word. What then ſhall we think of 
your Tranſlation, where you have dared 


you 
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28 
you have outdone: The Sentence which 
is expreſly and literally, He is BEFORE 
t all created things, you have tranſlated, 
no, you have not tranſlated it at all, you 
have given in Place of it, This exalted 
“ Perſon is the fir/f of all created Beings.” 
This Preſumption 1s truly amazing.— 
Could you indeed imagine this would paſs 
with the Intelligent? An illiterate Audi- 
tory may, perhaps, be impoſed on, and 
may take your Verſion for the Rule of 
Faith; but be aſſured the Public will 
look down on your falſe Tranſlations with 


the Contempt they deſerve. : 


Tnus then the three Criteria, abſo— 
lately neceſſary in Controverſy, are all 
wanting in your Tranſlation of [TowToTox0%; 
Too xricews . It is ſo far from being 
literal, it is quite another thing ; it ſup- 
poſes Abſurdities in the Original, and of- 
fers the groſſeſt Violence to the Context. 
-—But though you have blundered fo 
wide, the Words contain no Myſtery, 


and 


Kulte. T6 ivafyines wa vn riot Preach the Go- 

el to every Creature, St, Mar“ xvi. 15. See alſo 

ol. 1. 23. Theſe and ſeveral other Parts of the New 
Teſtament prove that the Phraſe, every Creature, in the 
apoſtolic Writings, is a mere Je ne ſui quoi, that is not 
to be viewed with philological Strictneſs, but is only ex- 
preſſive of what is without Reſtriction or Exception. 


“ in Exiſtence. 


29 1 


and are extremely eaſy. Firſt-begotten, 
with the Jews, always conveyed the Idea 
of Pre- eminence; the Apoſtles wrote in 
the Hebrew Idiom, in which every Title 
is metaphorical ; Hence then Firſt- be- 


gotten, taken metaphorically, (though 
ſtill, according to the Genius of Scrip- 
ture, with Reference to that Title of the 
Meſſiah,) will give us the true and ob- 
vious Meaning of the Text, which with 
the Context runs thus : * Chriſt is the 


„Lord (the Head or Prince) of every 
Creature (of all Nature;) For by him 


« were all created that are in Heaven and 
„ jn Earth, vifible and inviſible, whether 


„ Thrones, or Dominions, or Principali- 
ties, or Powers: All were created by 
„„ him, and for him: And he is BEFORE 


* 


N 


all things, and by him all things continue 
And thus every critical 
Embarraſſment evaniſhes; and, reducing 


an obvious Metaphor to its genuine Mean- 

ing, the Words of the Apoſtle, as it is 

required in Controverſy, are literally 
tranſlated *. 


Tus 
* THERE. is another Text which Mr. H. by his 


 Franſlation of it, ſeems to think corroborates his Ver- 


fon of the one we have now examined. In Rev. iii. 14. 
Chriſt is ſtiled 5 & 


&exn Th; ,: 79 Oe the ſeeming literal 


; Ali of which is, „ The Beginning of the Creation 


ec of. 
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E 
Tuus, Sir, have been pointed out and 
confuted ſome of your evaſive Gloſſes, 
falſe 


* of God:“ But which Mr. H. has rendered, © The 
very firſt Being whom the Deity called into Exiſt- 


* ence.” Some Divines have applied this Text to the 


human Soul of Chriſt ; but though Mr. H. cannot re- 
fute this Solution, for he cannot tell us when his own, 
much leſs when the human Soul of the Mefliah was 
created, we ſhall ſet this aſide, and endeavour to find 
the real Meaning of the Words. It is Chriſt himſelf 
that ſpeaks to the Apoſtle in Viſion, in which, at ſundry 
times, he ſtiles himſelf by above twenty different Phraſes; 
what theſe are, is of Importance to enquire. ** I am- 
Alpha and Omega, the Beginning and the Ending, 
« ſaith the Lord, who is, was, and is to come, the 
« Almighty. (Rev. i. 8.) 1 am the Firſt and the 
„ Laſt, he that liveth and was dead, and behold I live 
« for evermore (ver. 17.) He that overcometh—I will 
„be his God;“ (xxi. 7.) with Expreſſions ſimilar to 
this often repeated : On all which, our Saviour's Me- 


thod of quoting the Old Teſtament will throw new 


Light. He alludes to, or juſt mentions the Paſſage re- 
lating to himſelf, and leaves the obvious Concluſion to 
his Audience, Thus whenever he calls himſelf the Son 
of Man, he alludes to Daz. vii. 13. All Authority 
« is given to him (Johz v. 27.) becauſe he is the Son 
« of Man,” is quite unintelligible without ſuch Re- 
ference. The Jeauiſb Manner of Quotation was by re- 
peating the firſt Sentence. Our Saviour's Exclamation 
on the Croſs, My God, my God, why haſt thou 
« forſaken me!” 1s not only expreflive of his Agony, 
but is alſo a forcible Appeal to the Fei Rabbies for 
the Truth of his Meſſiahſhip, by referring them to the 
xxiid P/alm, which contains the moſt circumſtantial 
Prophecy of the Pains and Indignities he was then ſuf- 
fering. And thus when he calls himſelf © The Be- 
« pinning and the End, the Firſt and the Laft,” it is 
challenging to himſelf the ſublime Manner in which the 
Almighty ſpeaks in 1/a. xliv. 6. Ixviii. 12. Hence 
then the whole Tenor of what Chriſt ſays of himſelf in 

| the. 


5 | | [ 31 ] : 

falſe Tranſlations, and blundering Criti- 
ciſms: Your principal Fortreſſes are here 
ſelected, and have been proved, like the 
Structure of the fooliſh Builder, to be 
founded on the Sand, and, like his, have 

tumbled down as ſoon as attacked. Some, 

though the principal I ſay, have been ſe- 

lected; to detect them all would require 

a large Volume, ſo numerous are they; 

for ſo far from the Simplicity of an ho- 
neſt Verſion is your's, that every Page of 

it 

the Apocalypſe, is aſſerting his Eternity, and that he had 

viſited us in the Fleſh. Can the Meaning then of one 

Sentence be in Contradiction to ſo many clear Aſſer- 

tions? It had need to be very expreſs if it is: But, fo 

far from being ſuch, the obvious Meaning of it is quite 

'agrecable to the other Titles aſſumed by the Divine 

Speaker. Ts Oto;, in the Hebrew Idiom, often ſignifies 

great, glorious, Or immenſe; and ſeveral Parts of the New 

Teſtament muſt be thus tranſlated. *©* Theſe things ſaith 
the Amen,” begins the Sentence, and is an evident 

Alluſion to his creating the Worlds; it is juſt the ſame 

as to ſay, Thus faith the Fiat, the effective creative 

Word; and as the Amen is here a Perſonification, moſt 

| certainly 5 @exa is ſo too, the Verb Aiyu, /aith, being 

Z ecxpreſsly underſtood to it. Theſe things ſaith the 

| -** Beginning” and, as a Perſonification, it is the ſame 

| as Beginner, or Author, but much more elegant, and 

a nearer Reference to thoſe Texts where the Almighty 

is called the Beginning and Ending.—Hence then the 

true Meaning of the Verſe is thus: Theſe things ſaith 

the Amen, the effective Word, the Oracle of Vera- 

city, the Author of the immenſe Creation ;”” and 

thus it will be found an evident Allufion to the ſeveral 

other Parts of Scripture, and to the Writings of this 

- lame Apoſtle, where the Creation is aſcribed to the 

Son of God. ; | 
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it diſcovers the moſt ardent Attention and 


unwearied Endeavour to model the ſacred 
Records to your Creed. Vour Attention 
to this is indeed amazing, deſcendin! 
ſometimes to falſe Tranſlation, where i 
can only imply a Tendency to your Sy. 
tem.— The Apoſtle ſays, © The Revela- 
« tion of Jeſus Chriſt, which God gar: 
& him to ſhew his Servants.” What but 
the moſt eager Defire and Fox-like Cun- 
ning could have thought of a Corruption 
here? Yet you have done it. The 
« Revelation, you ſay, of Jeſus Chriſt, 


«* which the Deity permitted him to ex- 


* hibit.” Did ever exe ſignify per- 
mitted? You know it does not. Num— 
berleſs Corruptions ſimilar to this, but 
almoſt beneath Criticiſm, are in your /:- 


beral Verſion. The Fidelity of a Tranſ- 


lotor, you tell us, ought to ſuperſede all 


the tedious Explications of Commenta- 


tors. And could you indeed imagine thai 
your Fidelity would ſuperſede the Ne- 
ceſſity of Examination? Alas, how blun- 
ders the Man who 1s blinded with Pre- 


q 


judice | It has always been the Cuſtom ©: 
Heretics, and is the certain Sign of a bad 
Cauſe, when its Abettors are obliged tc 
fortify themſelves in the Cobweb Refuge 
of falſe Tranſlations, and paltry . 5 

1 9 
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wo © 


r 


E | 
T he Rod of Moſes, when it was turned 


| ihto a Serpent, underwent not a more to- 


tal Change than nuinbecleſs Places of your 
Tranſlation are different from, and con- 
ttary to, the divine Original: And when 
1 conſider that theſe Perverſions are cun- 
#vgly deviſed, in Oppoſition to a Doctrine 
apainſt which we are affured that the 
Gates of Hell ſhall never prevail *, your 
ſolemn Appeal to the Supreme Being for 
the Integrity of your Verſion, leaves me 
ſhocked and amazed, and at a loſs how to 
account for the Operations of your Mind. 
; IT 


How abſurd ate the Pretenſions of the Papacy, 
that would tell us the Chriſtian Church is founded on 


St. Peter Peter had received that Name about the Time 
of his being firſt called; Jeſus, a little before his Paſ- 
fon, aſked him who he thought he was; he anſwered, 
Thou art the Chril. the Son of the living God.” 


And what that Sonſnip was in the Jcvifþ Ideas, and 


according to the Prophecies, we have already ſeen :) 
To this Jeſus anſwered, "Orr oY e Herp®», 5 eri TAUTY Th 
Wer, &c. As thou art (named) a Stone, fo on 25. 
Kock, (the Conf©/ſinm you have now made, ) will J build 


1 my Church, and the Gates of Hell ſhall never pre- 


© vail againſt it.” Dec, does not ſignify a Rock, as 
Arpa does, but only a Stone; therefore, beſides the Ab- 
rdity of it, it is ungrammatical to ſay, that Tavrn 7h 
Wire, this Roch, is perſonally applied to St. Peter, who 


| Was not inveſted with bis apoſtolical Powers till after 
this was pronounced. By the Jewiſh ideas of the Meſ- 


Hah, I do not mean thoſe found in th Valmud and T ar- 
gums, or the Writing of Maimon dus ur Kimchi, which 
were later than our Saviour's Days, but I mean thoſe 


eas which the New. Teſtament informs us the Jews 
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Ir is a never- failing Argument with 
the Arians, and all the motley Followers 
of Cerinthus and E6b10n, that the catholic 
Creed is unintelligible ; and they always 
appeal with great Triumph to Reaſon. 
A Defence of the Nicene, or any Creed, 
is not the Deſign of theſe Pages; how- 
ever, it is not foreign to their Purpoſe to 
enquire, in what Degree Reaſon herſelf 


will claim being a Judge in theſe Mat- 
ters. 


Tx moſt certain Principles of Reaſon 
pronounce the following Data: To be above 
Reaſon and to be contrary to it, are moſt 
eſſentially diſtin : What is contrary to 
Reaſon, can never be required by Heaven 
as an Article of Faith; what is above 
| Reaſon, that is, where the Subject in its 
own Nature is neceſſarily beyond the li- 
mitted Powers of the human Underſtand- 
ing, may; and every Objection to it on 
that Account is frivolous and abſard, 
Reaſon herſelf aſſuring us that there are 
many things above her Reach, the Truth 


of which ſhe muſt nevertheleſs acknow- 
ledge. 


IT is impoſſible for our confined Idea? 


to comprehend the Modus of the Exiſt- 


ence 
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nde of the Deity. The Union of the God- 
"Head and Manhood in the Perſon of the 


Saviour, is acknowledged a Myſtery ; but 
if we ought not to believe it becauſe our 


Reaſon cannot explain it, the ſame Ar- 


. 


one will oblige us to deny our own 
xiſtence; for the Union of Thought 


and Matter is as much above the Powers 


of our limitted Reaſon to explain, as the 
greateſt Myſtery whatever. That the Son 
of God partakes of the divine Nature in a 


4 3 perfectly analogous to the Equa- 
lit) of Nature between Father and Son, 


ho Man in his Senſes will ſay is contrary 


to Reaſon; for he muſt firſt explain the 


Modus of the Exiſtence of the Deity 


and if this is revealed of the Son in holy 


Writ, (where, if Words have any Mean- 


ing. it is revealed in the moſt certain 


Manner,) ſuch Revelation being above 


the Power of Reaſon to explain, is fo far 
from being an Argument againſt the 
Truth of it, that Reaſon herſelf expreſsly 


declares, that the is only Judge whether 
It is taught in holy Writ, and not of the 
Modus of the thing itſelf. Hence then 
thc Objection againſt the catholic Creed, 
that it is incomprehenſible, is only con- 


firming it; and the Socinian's confident 
Appeals to Reaſon only prove, that he 
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[36] 
himſelf very widely miſtakes both th: 


Subject and the Limits of the Faculty ap - 


pealed to. 


TraT Man who cannot ſee the Ne. 
ceſſity of a Revelation, betrays the moſt 
pitiable Ignorance; he 1s either totally 
ignorant of, or has never weighed, the 
Hiſtory of Mankind, and the Reſearches 
of Philoſophy y. What the human Un- 
derſtanding could do had its fulleſt Trial: 


Chaldea and Arabia were aſſiſted with the 


Rays of oral Revelation; Egypt borrowed 
its Wiſdom from Chaldea, Greece from 
Egypt, and Rome from Greece. Men of 
the greateſt Abilities ſprung up in every 
Country; but what is the Reſult of all! 
Cicero's Treatiſe De Natura Deorum, may 
fairly be ſaid to be the ultimate Effort of 


the human Mind, unaſfliſted, in Matters 
of Religion. But how groveling are the 


Ideas we find there of our Duty to the 
Supreme Being or our Neighbour ! How 
poor the Motives, how wretchedly in- 


compelte the Morals! The Szoc, tis 


true, argues warmly for Immortality, but 
the Author reſts himſelf in the gloomy 
Shades of Epicureaniſm. The one he 
talks of as a pleaſant Dream, a thing he 


could with for the other as what he ex- 


pects, 


37 1 


| and is perſuaded is the wretched 


Period of Humanity. Of conlequence, 


Revelation muſt acquaint us with things 
that mere Reaſon could not diſcover ; and 


Mall its doing this very thing be an Ar- 


gument againſt it? So far from it, that 
the Diſcovery it makes of the Son of God 
and his Propitiation, things that mere 


Reaſon could never have thought of, be- 


comes a characteriſtical Mark of a divine 


Revelation. 


Bor if Reaſon aſſures us that ſome 


Parts of a divine Revelation muſt, as ſuch, 


be above her Powers (for there was no 
Neceſſity to reveal in a ſupernatural Man- 
ner what ſhe herſelf could diſcover) what 


is contrary to Reaſon, that is, what im- 
plies a Contradiction in things of which 
The is judge, can never be required by 


the Author of our Being as an Article of 
Faith. Yet this your Syſtem requires: 


For, while you would {trip Revelation of 


one of its principal Characteriſtics, would 
meaſure what it tells us of the Deity by 


the ſhort Line of your Ideas, there is no 


wonder that you have produced an hete- 
rogeneous Monſter, as contrary to Reaſon 


as to the plain Words of Scripture, 
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AL r the Syſtems of Philoſophy that 
ever the reſthels Wit of Man invented, 
could never ſupply the Wants of the bu- 
man Heart, but leave it gloomy, unſatiſ- 
fied, and uncertain, in the Hour of Diſ- 
treſs and of Death, It is the Glory of 
Revelation, that every anxious Want that 
is felt in the Breaſt of Man, finds in it 
the. Supply adapted to its Nature : He 
that made the Heart, having adapted his 
Religion to it. When the Mind 1: 
wakened from the State of Indifference, 
it ſeeks Refuge ſomewhere ; human No- 
tions are at hand, and offer their Aſſiſt— 
ance ; many ſtop here, and content them- 
ſelves with an Uncertainty and natural 
Hope, ſuch as the mereſt Heathens maj 
and have enjoyed. But of the Heart that 
goes further, and would reſt itſelf in the 
Refuge that Revelation offers, I will with. 
out Heſitation affirm, that every Feeling 
of it refuſes to repoſe itſelf on the forgi- 
ing Bounty, Compaſſion, and Care of che 
molt exalted created Being—it is only is 
the Saviour-God it can find a joyful Re- 
liance — any thing ſhort of this is no 
adapted to its Withes, and inſufficient fu 
what the human Soul requires: And it | 
this only which diſtinguiſhes Chriſtianity 
from a mere Syſtem oi Ethics, and pre 


ſe rve 


20-1 


Nerves it from dwindling down to, and 
evaporating in, the Uncertainties of Phi- 
loſophy. Thus, then, $9crmmani/m is as 
Ill adapted to the Feelings and Wants of 
the human Heart, as even the Apathy of 
Stoiciſin; and, therefore, it is contrary to 
Reaſon to ſuppoſe it the Religion of him 
"that made the Heart. 


* THERE is another remarkable Defi- 
ciency in your Syſtem. The Objections 
which have been made againſt the Atone- 
ment of vicarious Punithment, weighed 


in the Balance with the Deity and Son- 
hip of the great Repreſentative of human 
Nature, appear lighter than Vanity; but, 


weighed with ſuch a Chriſlianity as you 


. Teach, would make it kick the Beam. 
Therefore, to ſuppoſe that your deficient 
Syſtem is divine, is again contrary ta 


5 a Realon, 


Many other Proofs to this Effect 


may be brought, but 1 ſhall only mention 
one other. Many of the Attributes of | 


Deity aſcribed in holy Writ to our Savi- 
'our, you have not been able to avoid ; 
every one of theſe affords an Argument 


againſt your Creed; but, as I know it is 


che old Method 1 the Arians and So- 
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{ 40 ] 
cintans to aſcribe theſe to Inſpiration, I 
ſhall not enter into the long Examination 


of What Inſpiration IS, the many Inſtances 


of which in the Old and New Teſtament, 


afford ſufficient Criteria to convince us 
that it was ſomething very different which 
actuated the Sun of God. A Particular 
that Inſpiration can never account for, 
ſhall therefore be here examined. 


THaT there cannot be two Infinite 
Beings, ſeems reaſonable to conclude. 
The catholic Doctrine * affirms the moſt 

perfect 


* From what Punto ſays of the Power, Underſtand- 
ing, and Will of the Deity, ſome have gone ſo far as 
to ſay he had an Idea of the Trinity: But certain it is, 
that the P/arorifts talked of the Supreme A5y©-, or Rea- 
ſon, as the Eternal Emanation of the Divinity, This 
they borrowed from the Per/fian and Egyptian Mytho- 
logy, of the filial God Mythras, or Orus, the Deliverer 
from, and finally the Expeller of Evil; and, as the 
Britiſh Druids had the ſame Notions, they can only be 
accounted tor by carly and patriarchal Tradition. How- 
ever unguarded ſome Expreihons of ſome of the Fathers 
may be, they agrœe unanimoully in repreſenting the Son, 
or A6% , as begotten of the Father by eternal Emana- 
tion, and partaking of his Infinity. Milion's Lines, 

Hail, holy Light! Offspring of Heav'n firſt-born, 

Or of th' eternal, co-cternal Beam 
are in the genuine Spirit of 7u//in Mariyr, and the other 
Chriſtian Writers who lived within about an hundred 
Years of the Crucifixion. Origen in many Places expreſſes 
himſelf to the ſame Purpoſc, and alſo affirmed the Co- 
eſſentiality of the Son. Svcrat. Fit, E. l. vi. c. 13. * 
Decret. S. Nic. con, Here). Arriag. T. i. p. 277. — 

| | | And 


8 


3 * 


14+. 

perfect Unity in the Trinity, and ſubmits 
to what God has been pleaſed to ieveal 
to us of the Modus of his own Exiſtence. 
—Your Creed, on the other Hand, pre- 
ſents us two infinite Beings, without an 

Unity of Godhead ; therefore it is highly 
unreaſonable. And one of theſe omni- 
preſent, omnipotent, infinite Beings, (for 


we ſhall ſoon find you aſcribing all theſe 


Attributes to him,) you tell us is a finite 


Creature. Here is ſuch a Contradiction 
in Points that Reaſon 1s judge of, that ſhe 
muſt pronounce it the moſt blaſphemous 
Nonſenſe and Abſurdity. — That your 
Creed contains this, did I fay? No, Sir, 
I atk your Pardon; like the Deiſts, I ſup- 
poſe, your Creed is not very fixed; but 
your liberal Tranſlation of the New Tef- 
tament contains theſe blaſphemous Abſur- 
dities. The Text beginning at Colaſſians i. 
15. you have thus rendered,“ This il- 
e luſtrious Perſonage is the Image of the 


in- 


And Infinity of Preſence and Wiſdom is in the plaineſt 
Manner aſcribed to the Son, as alſo that the Father is 
che Fountain of Godhead to him, in the following Paſ- 
ſage from Origen; 0 Yag © iudgw Noy®- Tov Moyinuv THIOS 
Toy Moyay Exeh pos TOY EY Gpxn Aryos Te0; T1v Yeov ovice Aeyov Seb, 


= © 6 Orc ND pos Tov Oe *Nc ag euro, 9 a9; O85; 


© WHT? h , ⁰ , K EixOva; The eixavo; (M X) X&T eiu - 
voilal ev of ae, By tines) Srug 6 c v Teog Tov tv 
b&w Moyo” cv vag wnyn; eye xe, & mary? Nes rules, 
© 0s Lieg, . Com. in Joan, 
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* inviſible Supreme, the very f Being 
* the Deity formed: For by him were 
* all other things created that are in Hea- 
“ ven, and that are upon Earth, the vi. 
fe ſible and the inviſible, whether Sove- 
“ reignties, or Dominions, or Govern- 
* ments, or Dignities, all things were 
e called into Exiſtence by his creative 
* Power, and to acknowledge Subjection 
% to him. And this exalted Perſon is 
* the firſt of all created Beings, and by 
« him are all things maintained in Ex- 
* 1ſtence,” Thus, Sir, in the plaineſt 
Manner, you have aſcribed the Infinity 
and omnipreſent ſupporting Power of the 
Creator, things which cannot be by In- 
ſpiration, to one whom twice in the ſame 
Paragraph (but contrary totheOriginal) you 
have affirmed to be himſelf a mere Creature. 
If this is not contrary to Reaſon, a Con- 
tradiction in Terms, and the moſt blaſphe- +: 
mous Abſurdity, there is nothing that can 
be ſuch : To ſuch fine Purpoſe would you 
model the Scripture Account of the Son 
of God, by your own Prejudices *. 3 
THAT 


* BESIDES what Abſurdities may be charged on Mr. 
H.'s Syſtem, it may not be improper to enquire into the 
State of the Controverſy during the Council of Nice, 
and to ſee on which Side Reaſon will rank herſelf. 
The Catholic Party held that the Son was 3 | 

ore 
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*dency to Deiſm, has been often proved; 


[ 43 ] 


Tuna Socinianiſin has a natural Ten- 


and 


4 exe all A ges, of the Eſſence of the F ather, by ineffable 


Generation, or Emanation, and ineffable Communica- 
tion of every Virtue; that ſuch his Exiſtence was eter- 


e nd rake 


nal, and the Unity of Godhead moſt perfect. Theſe 
they ſupported by the plaineſt Inferences from Scrip- 
= ture. Jo give one Example: That the Son is the 
Word, Reaſon, or Wiſdom of God, the Scriptures aſ- 


ſure us; that it is impoſſible that God could ever have 
exiſted without his Azyoc, or Wiſdom, therefore the As- 
yo; is eternal; or, Of th eternal, to-eternal Beam, is the 


Argument uſed by Alexander, then Patriarch of Alex- 


andria. Now I will be bold to ſay, that Reaſon, on 
finding the Scriptures to be properly atteſted as coming 
from God, will, with ſacred Awe and Adoration, ſub- 
mit to what the Deity has been pleaſed to reveal to us 
of his own Exiſtence ; and finding that an eternal, un- 
created Saviour, 1s ſuch as the Wiſhes and Wants of 
the human Heart require, ſhe will be abſorbed in Ad- 
miration and Gratitude, On the other Hand, the 
Arians affirmed that there was a 'Time when the Son, or 
Ayes, did not exiſt ; that he was created out of nothing. 
not partaking or begotten of the Eſſence of the Father; 
and, though they often new-modelled their Creed, and 
allowed him the Name of ©:o;, (God) they would never 
conſent that he was 6uovoiog, co-efſential, thus denying all 
Unity of Godhead : Yet they acknowledged the Inh- 
nity and Omnipreſence of the Son, in his creating and 
ſupporting the Worlds. See Soct ates, Sozomen, T heo- 
doret, and other Writers of that Period. Here then is 
the monſtrous Doctrine of Two Infinite Beings, with- 
out any Unity of Godhead! A Poſition the molt ſhock- 
ing to Reaſon! For the very Baſis of the Arian Hereſy 
is, to deny the ineffable Emanation and Co-cſlentiality 
of the Son; a Doctrine which, while it places the Ca- 
tholic Creed above Reaſon, (as the Modus of the Exiſ- 


tence of the Deity muſt be) ſaves it from being con- 
= trary to it, the horrid Blunder into which the Arian 


kave fallen, 


Wo [ 44 ] ; 
fit and there is a ſtriking Parallel between the # 
Soscinian and the Deiſtical Writers: There 
is no fixed or conſiſtent Creed to be ga- 
thered from the Writings of any two of 1 
either Party. No two of the Deiſtical 
Writers are agreed on the Principles and 
Obligations of Morality—One is quite an 
Enthuſiaſt for the Beauty of Virtue, but 
tells us it is quite independent of Reli- * 
gion. Another tells us that Virtue and Vice 
are merely artificial; fo that, in fact, there 
is no Difference between the worſt and 
the beſt Action. Another preaches up a fa- 
tal Neceſſity, and that every thing is quite 
right; if you are in Miſery of whatever 
Eind, with a broken Leg, or ſhipwrecked 
4 on a Deſert, he aſſures you it is for the 
Fi Good of the Whole, and therefore you 
10 have no Right to complain. Such are 
5 the Tenets of the moſt celebrated Deiſti 
cal Writers, who have appeared during 

the laſt and the preſent Age. And, in 

like Manner, no two Deniers of Chriſt's 
Divinity agree together; nor is it poſſible 
they ſhould : Every one is for modelling 

the Meſſiah by his own Ideas, and theſe 7 
are widely different. Socinus, aware of 
the Arian Abſurdity of two infinite Beings 
without Co-eſſentiality, denies that the 

Son created the Worlds, or that he exiſted © 

before 
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4 Gefore he was born of the Virgin : But to 
+ E is your own Tranſlation of the New 
cre Teſtament gives the Lie in numberleſs 
Places.—Some are for allowing him Di- 
Ba, but not Deity, thus making a Diſ- 
cal ſinction between Words that have the ſame 
ind Meaning: And you have given us a whole 
0 Pundie of Abſurdities about him, termi- 
Dating in this great one, that he is an infi- 
pite omnipreſent Creature. From all this, 
he Tendency from Sociniani/m to Deiſm 
ere is obvious. If we are once brought to view 
the Redeemer of the World as a mere Ga- 
'2 Priel, an exalted celeſtial Spirit, our own 
Mind is left at Liberty to meaſure his 
EGreatneſs: The Terms of, This moſt 
illuſtrious Perſonage, and, This diſtin- 
*Zeuiſhed Favourite of Heaven, are mo- 
delled to what Idea one's Humour pleaſes; 
and by and by the Saviour is reduced to 
a mere Socrates. 


ga- 


"off 


= AND if thus, in ſome Points, the So- 
cinian reſembles the Deiſt, there are 
others in which his Wiſdom is exactly 
the ſame with that of the Atheiſt. You | 
le fexpreſs the utmoſt Contempt of unin- * 
f 3 ? telligible Creeds, for ſuch as are above | 
's Reaſon; yet you have produced the moſt | 
e | | monſtrous ſelf-· contradictory one, directly 

1 contrary 
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contrary to Reaſon. In like Manner th 


Atheiſt, becauſe he cannot explain, why 


it is impoſſible for him to comprehend, 
the Manner how an Almighty Being, ci 


infinite Wiſdom, made the World, he 
will therefore believe the moſt impoſſible 


Abſurdity, that it was made by mere 
Chance. Can human Nature exhibit : 
more deplorable Spectacle than the Car- 
tefan Atheiſt, forming his abſurd Syſtems 
of the Univerſe, founded on Ignorance 

and Error, yet loſt in the Admiration of 
his own Wifdom, and denying the Hand 
of his God? Yes, even more deplorable 


is the wretched Blindneſs and Obſtinacy 


of that Socinian, who can fit ſmiling over 


his own unfair Additions and Suppreſ— A 


ſions, who can ſatisfy his own Heart With 
his blundering Gloſſes and falſe Tranſla- 
tions, embracing theſe tawdry Shadows 
inſtead of the divine Truth, which, vaunt- 7 
ing of his Reaſon, he ſcornfully ſpurns 


from him. 


THERE is only one Circumſtance more 
which I cannot forbear tak ng Notice of, 
before I cloſe this Letter. You have 
poured forth the moſt illiberal Invec&tr.e | 
againſt the Tranſlation of the New 'I efta- | 
ment now in uie. Your Deſign was, you 

tell 


11 


| ll us, 0 purify its ſacred Streams 
bu Lins thoſe corrupt Admixtures by 
at ip 


which it was induſtriouſly ſuited to the 


Ad; = falſe Taſte of the Monarch, and of the 
"= Age in which it was tranſlated :” And 
8 , elſewhere you inform us, that “ in this 
e Undertaking Caſlalio * was your Pre- 
wie & cedent and Pattern * and that you 
a e have attempted in Engliſh, what Caſ- 
3 . talio executed in Latin.“ That the 
ins common Verſion was corrupted was ne- 


el teffary for you to ſay, becauſe either it or 
” Four's is moſt ſcandalouſly fo almoſt in 


11 3 every Page.— That the Galem falls on 
* *ZFour's, has been proved to Demonſtra- 
MY tion; and it 1s well known to the Learn- 
5 ed, that the Verſion in Uſe is moſt ad- 
ow mirably literal, and therefore honeſt. 
80 The falſe Taſte with which you reproach 
8 it, and the Elegance you boaſt of in your 
wel oven Title-page, would afford ample Field 
25 for the Humour of a Scriblerius; but I 
shall content myſelf with a very few Spe- 
eimens of your Elegance, expreſſing, in 
7 the firſt Place, my Aſtoniſhment at your 
bf. pretending to have followed Caſtellio. The 
Sf original Greek is not more different from 
= your 
x & I h 
1 2 * Mr. H.'s not knowing how to ſpell Caſtellio's 
u Name, is but an odd Proof of his Acquaintance with 
1 2 that Writer. 
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[48] 
your Verſion, than Caftellio's is: He w: 


too much of a Gentleman and a Scholar | | 


to dream of - impoſing on the World by 


falſe Tranſlation. Every Text that has 


been examined in theſe Pages, as you will 


„ I 


find by comparing them, Caſtellio has ho- 


neſtly tranſlated ; of Conſequence, they 


are exactly according to the Senſe of the 


Engliſh Verſion you affect to deſpiſe, and 


directly contrary to your's. 


SUPPORTED by Longinus and Quin- 
tilian, I need not be afraid to riſque the 
Definition of Elegance; that it conſiſts 
in a manly Plainneſs, that equally avoids 
all Meanneſs of Expreſſion, and every 
thing affected and turgid ; where the 
Words are forcible, yet their Introduc- 
tion fo natural, that the Whole has the 
Appearance of the utmoſt Simplicity. 


Tnar our Engliſh New Teſtament is 


extremely literal, is ſaying much in its 


Favour: The Solemnity of the Subject 
makes foreign Ornament altogether pre- 
poſterous, and the Rule of Faith ought 
to be literally given.—lf in ſome Places 
the Phraſeology has acquired the vener- 
able Air of Antiquity, that allo is proper 


to the Solemnity of the Subject, and will 


never. 
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55 [ 45 ] | 
5 Fever be an Object on with thoſe whos 


ban reliſh the true Beauties of ou Lan- 
zuage: Now, with theſe Conſiderat o s of 
he Nature of the Subject fai y we ghed, 


he Verſion you affect to deſpiſe vill be 


Pound to come very near the above D. fi- 


| bition of Elegance. 


pr OY 
a 
1 ft 


| Bur how oppoſite to ths is your 
Tranſlation. Every Page of it ex ibits 


he ſtrangeſt Admixture of the meaneſt 
khit- chat * Expreſſions, and the molt 
Rurgid ; the Words formed from the La- 
"4 55 that uncouth Mark of Pedantry, are 
Innumerable; the familiar Phraſ-s. he 
ph ovementioned, the preceding, and the fol- 
Jing. in many Places give y ur Verſion 


more the Air of a Nowt-paper +, than 
pf the Goſpel. If a fick or a blind Man 


1 . ever Cautious of being duped by the Scribes ; 


; * In Mark xii. 38. he makes our Saviour ſay, „be 
| and 
gn Jahn xvii. 12. he makes him call Tudas ** x de- 


(386 praved and incoriigthle Creature.” A thouſand ſuch 
Now Expreſſions might be added from this elegant Tranſ- 
5 Bation of the New Teſtament. 

: VN DurinG the late War, I remember the Brufels 


azette told us, that the King of Pruffia did not p! !ace 


5 any ſanguine Confidence in the Fidelity of the Naſfan 
Troops, that were marching to his Aſſiſtance I could 
not but ſmile to find almoſt the ſame Words in Mr. FH.'s 
M erſion of John ii. 24. Jeſu, however, did nut re- 


*äpoſe any ſanguine Confidence in their Fidelity to 
„him.“ This is in the true dull Stile of political Sa- 
5 acity. Mr. E. has given many other Inſtances of it. 
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is mentioned, you uſually give it, . 


Wretch. But to come to Particulars. 
The Expreſſions of a Mob are alway; 
ſhort, their Demand is blunt and ruſtic, 
and not quaint Bombaſt : Agreeably to 
this, the Evangeliſt ſays, the Mob ex- 


claimed, © Away with him, and releaſe 


« us Barabbas.” But what a curious un- 
natural Admixture of Bombaſt and Chit. 
chit ha e you given in your Verſion of 
this ſhort Sentence? * Drag him away, 


% drag him away, and oblige us with the. 


„% Releaſe of Barabbas.” The elegant 0 


Caſtellios thus tranſlates the 2 iſt Verſe o 
the xxvth of Matthew, © Et Dominus: 


„ Redcte, inquit ei, ſerve bone & fidelis: 
« Epgote, qui in paucis fidelis fueris, mul- 
* tis præficiam: Ingredere in Domini tui 
% voluptatem.” In the fame Spirit with 
this our Tranflators have rendered it, 
« His Lord ſaid unto him, Well done, 
„ thou good and faithful Servant, thou 
* haſt been faithful over a few things, | 
will make thee Ruler over many things: 
Enter thou into the Joy of thy Lord.“ 
But what a ſtrange bombaſtical Rant have 
you made of it: * His Lord, highly 
« elated, cried out in Tranſport Ami- 
* able Conduct! Conſummate Excel- 
* lence our faithful Conduct merits * 
the 


cc 


1 « the higheſt Applauſe—Enter into the 
too, that in the Midſt of this Froth of 


Few things being rewarded with Authority 
"over many: An Omiſſion that ſufficiently 
3 a very falſe Taſte in Compoſition. 


A 
Lo 
* 
* 


5] 


moſt tranſcendent Happineſs 1 it is in my 
Power to beſtow.“ It is remarkable 


Words, you have entirely omitted the 
beautiful Contraſt of Faithfulneſs over a 


ut the following Parable will exhibit a 
fuller Specimen of your Stile and Manner, 


oy and of your Ideas of Elegance. The 7 8 
1 Jar and vulgar Expreſſions ſhall be diſtin- 


*>uiſhed by Italics, the turgid and half- 


unmeaning Bombaſt by Rowan Capitals; 
and what is alſo Bombaſt, but joined with 

all the quaint mincing Aﬀectationof chim- 
ing Cadence, by Tralic Capitals. 


« With a view to this Subject, he (our 


. Saviour, you tell us) recited the fol- 
* lowing Fable. 
» IMMENSE ESTATES of an opulent Gen- 
e fleman one Year proved uncommonly fer- 
Tt tile, and 


» RICH and plentiful Crop. His HEART 


It happened that the 


yielded him an FxCEEDING 


e EXULTED when he viewed THE WAV. 


1 I * ING GOLDEN HARVEST-and, as he 
> looked over the wiDE-EX TENDED 


j Praſpect, he ſaid to himfelf—Whbat 


E 2 fe 4. 


55 


(c 
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te ball I do wok it all! Where ſhal! 
* repoſit 1t !—l have no Place capable. 
6 conta ang Halt this 1MMENSE CRO; 


After ſome Time ſpent in qnxious De 


% /iberations, he cried out in a SUDDE! 
© TRANSPORT—T am determined in. 
„ mediately to pull down my Barns, an 
I will erect GRAND AND MAGNIEI 
© CENT S1OREHOUSES, Where I wil 
amaſs all this copious and AMA Z IR 
% Produce of my Fields. When I hat 
* piled it all up, I will then ſay to my Sou, 

„ HAPPY Soul, DIS INGUISHED 
«15 7 HY FELICITY, thou haſt 14 
«© MiNSE TREASURES, from which thcu 


CC 


wilt derive PURE and permanent Blij;% 


«© FOR A LONG, LONG SE RIE\ 
© OF MANY DISTANT H APP! 
% BARS-—COME; INDULGE 
«© THY SOFT ENFIED: REPOSE 
„% —FEAST ON THE MOST DE. 
«© LICIOUS FIANDS—TASTE 
« THE MOST EX9UISITE L.. 
* QUORS— and traverſe a Circle © 
2 ey Amuſement and Joy k. 


SL en 


hy en ſupertor is the common Tranſlation to this! 
I cannot forbear nen it. And he ſpake 2 
„ Paiable unto the laying, The Ground of a cer 
« tain rich Man Jak woke forth plentifully ; and » | 
& tho ght within himſelf, ſaying, What ſhall I ao, 
© becauſe I have no Room where to beſtow my Fruits. 
| | And "© 


EM 


113 Horace's Character of the Style of a 


. 


le pad Writer, 

RO 7 Migret in obſcuras humili ſermone tabernas, 
De. Aut, dum vitat humum, nubes & inania captet; 
DE) 


was never better exemplified than in this 
| Fpecimen of your Abilities. But your 
© Tranſlation of our Saviour's Prayer in the 
*Garden is even more intolerable. , 


ING! . Tre Agony of Jeſus in the Garden is 
ha; repreſented, in the facred Volume, as 
ou, the deepeſt and moſt awful. The Lan- 

U " guage of one in ſuch Condition is con- 
1. eiſe, unaffected, yet moſt expreſſive : Ac- 
tho RFcordingly, in the Original, and in our 
3/4, common Tranſlation, we find it ſuch. 
E © Then faith he unto them, My Soul is 
; e exceeding ſorrowful, even unto Death: 


» 

G 7 | | pts Tarry 
And he faid, This will I do, I will pull down my 
JF. 1 * Barns, and build greater; and there will I beſtow all 
75 my Fruits and my Goods. And I will ſay to my 

Soul, Soul, thou haſt much Goods laid up for many 
3 Fears, take thine Eaſe, eat, drink, and be merry.“ 
, In the ſame elegant Simplicity Caftellio has tranſlated it, 

9 = which | ſhall hkewiſe tranſcribe, to ſhew in what Man- 


ner Mr. H. has followed him. Tum ejus hujuſ- 


=" 35 modi fimilitudinem dixit: Quidam dives homo, 
cum ejus fundas abunde extuliſſet, fic ſecum ipſe 
111! “ cogitabat: Quid agam, cum non habeam quo meas 
Kea ( fruges congeram. Hoc agam, inquit, Horrea mea 
cot: 2 ** diruam, & majora conſtruam, e6que omnes meos 
ble © proventus & bona, congeram ; atque ita animæ meæ 
ao, „ dicam, Anima, habes multa bona, in multos annos 
s. “ condita, requieſce, comede, bibe, indulge volup- 
ind S stati.“ Luka X11, | * Matt. xxvi. 38 | 
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Tarry ye here, and watch with me. 

And he went a little further, and fell 
on his Face, and prayed, ſaying, 0 
my Father, if it be poſſible, let this 
Cup paſs from me: Nevertheleſs, not 
as I will, but as thou wilt.” Here the 


Language has the utmoſt Simplicity and 
Energy, and is ſolemn as the Scene it re- 


preſents to our Ideas. 
rally verboſe and affected is your Tranfſla- 


But how unnatu- 


tion? © He then ſaid to them, My Soul 


cc 
cc 
cc 


c 


is overwhelmed in a Flood of the mot 
oppreſſive Grief, and 1s ready to expire, 
by reaſon of the excruciating Anguith 7 
I now ſuſtain. (How unfeeling and 


dull is this chzt-chat Verboſlity !) «+ Do 


66 


ſtay here,” (How modernly polite is 


this Do!) « and it vp with me.—Hav- 7 


— 
cc 
cc 
* 
Cc 
„ 
66 


A 


neſs of this Phraſe 


«c 


ing ſaid this, he advanced a few Step; 
from them—proſtrated himſelf on the 
Ground, and uttered this Prayer :—0 
merciful God! ſuffer not the impendiing 
Storm to break over my Head —but 1 
check myſelf Not my Will, but thine | 
be done.” Beſides the intolerable Dul- 
*, © but I check my- 
ſelf,” you have given us the Metaphor | 


Of 
Ol 


® Mr. H. ſeems very fond of this Phraſe, « but! 
check myſelf,” having alſo given it in one of St. 
Paul's Epiſtles. 


1 N ee 
— * ov - 2 . e 7 
4 2 n . ES. : I 
* _— 1 


ä 7 i RE ST 


me. 
fell 
, Ol 
this = 
TY I jave rejected the Metaphor which our 
Saviour did uſe, calling 


the 


and 


2 


TE 
atu- 
| {] a- 8 


Y * 
soul“ 


ey 6c 


| | N 
ESTI anole 


err a Storm breaking over one's Head, 


F/hich, being ſo often hacknied, is ill 


| ; ited to the Dignity of the Speaker: 


or could any thing but the worſt Tafte 


his Affliction a 
Cup of a bitter Potion, which he came 
into the World to drink. It is, indeed, 
amazing that any Man who ever read a 
few Pages of the Claſfics, which you ſeem 
to have done, ſhould have / falſe a Taſte. 


Vet you have not once blundered into ſuch 


855 unhappy Paraphraſe—in your Verſion of 
ang St Luke you have not bettered it.“ Mer- 
DN, ciful Father! O that thou wouldſt not 
> i 7 < ſuffer the dreadful Storm to break over 
ay. „my Head—bu? I check myſe Not 
e e my Will, but thine be done.” And 
„ your Verſion of St. Mark is till worſe. 
wy & He then advanced a little Way from 
= LH them, and proſtrated himſelf upon the 
„ Sround, and earneſtly begged of God 
ine © that the impending Miſeries might be 
ul. removed. The Words he fervently 
17 2 e uttered were theſe — (were they in- 


= © deed?) O my Father, thy Power is 


s C 


A 


equal to the Execution of every thing 
ſuffer me not to be 7nv/ved in theſe 
Borrid Sufferings—But I check myſelf 
—and with Compoſure reſign myſelf 

* * entirely 


c 


* 


. Cc 


Mp So” + ae 
. 23 = 
lis te ich, to up Will” This; tadeea 
0 EA ; is the dull Barber vf the moſt unfeeling ; 
{alk Gepe ure: But, in Truth, the whole 5 
of theſe Paraghraſes have ſo much of the 
5 Air of ludicrous Parody and Burleſque, 
8 that I almoſt rhink I have been guilty of 
Py" in W them. * 5 


r Sir; I am now e that : 
I * Reader has as contemptible an Idea 
Ws of your Taſte and Elegance, as he mult 
. have of your falſe Tranſlations : But, be- 
1K fore I bid you adicu, I have to aſſure 
| ou | 


14} . Homo ſum : 3 5577 4 me e alientern pats. 
5% Fel me monere Hoc Ter. Heut. 


Wo 12 J feel for the miſerable Weakneſs of 
. Human Nature (inſtanced in you) when 
blinded with Prejudice and Prepoſſeſſion: ju 
1 And that it is the ſincere Wiſh of my 

Heart, that you would renounce the taw- 
1 dry meretricious Shadows, you have em- 
. braced, and kiſs the Son, leſt you periſh 
WH | Pefore him U e rath i iS kindled. 


„ 
1 i | 'S 8 ' 
„ 8080 


9 


WT ne . 
* 1 , 


